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Mr. Davis. The subcommittee is met this morning to consider a 
number of requests for projects in the Air Force. A list of installa- 
tions, with a brief statement applying to each, has been furnished to 
the members of the subcommittee. This list will be inserted in the 
record at this point. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 
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GENERAL STATEMENT 


Mr. Davis. We have Mr. Turner, from the Budget Division of 
the Air Force, with us this morning, and we will ask you to proceed 
with the first of these installations, at Phoenix, Mr. Turner. Then 
I think we will shift overseas for the projects there before we come 
back and pick up the remainder of these items. 

Mr. Turner. We will be glad to proceed in any order you would 
like, Mr. Davis. 

With your permission, Colonel Leonhard is here from our Di- 
rectorate of Construction in the Air Force. I would like for him to 
give brief supporting information on each of these projects, as to 
why the funding is necessary at this time. 

Mr. Davis. Colonel Leonhard, we will be happy to hear you. 

Do you have any general comments which need to be made before 
we get into each of these? 

Colonel Leonnarp. If I may, please. 

Mr. Davis. All right. 

Colonel Leonnarp. This presentation sheet which you have covers 
22 projects which require the clearance of this Appropriations Com- 
mittee prior to the application of funds already appropriated before 
we can allocate those funds to construction agencies for the imple- 
mentation of this construction. 

Of these 22 projects contained here, 9 are against Public Law 209 
authorizations and section 805 of Public Law 207 requires the Air 
Force to clear these projects in detail before they can be implemented. 

Four of the projects involve the use of Public Law 534 authoriza- 
tion, section 302, which was the bulk authorization for classified 
projects overseas, and they likewise require the approval of this 
committee. 

Seven are against Public Law 155, 82d Congress. That was the 
fiscal year 1952 program for which funds were not specifically appro- 
priated in a companion appropriation bill at that time. 

Two of the projects are against section 301 of Public Law 534 
authorization, and these 2 projects were not included in the spread 
of specific projects submitted to this committee in September of 1953 
to replace the grid distribution by major command and category which 
was established in the 2d session of the 82d Congress. 

Mr. Turner. Mr. Davis, I would like to point out that on your 
chart items 13 through 20, and then item No. 22, under the “‘Senate”’ 
approval column, are shown as pending. We had hearings with the 
Senate Appropriations Committee day before yesterday on these 
items and indications are that they will be approved by that committee. 

Mr. Ceprersera. What about No. 9? 

Mr. Turner. Nine also, Mr. Cederberg. 


PHOENIX, ARIZ, 


Colonel Lreonnarp. The first project is at Phoenix, Ariz., the 
development of flood protection works for the protection of Luke 
Air Force Base and other installations in the area. This was author- 
ized for $2,873,000 in Public Law 209 in the last Congress, and it 
carried with it in section 304, title 3 of that law, the provision that 
this authorization was subject to the following provisions: 
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That the local interests shall furnish assurances satisfactory to the 
Secretary of the Air Force that they will first pay for the cost of the 
highway and utility relocations and provide lands, easements, and 
rights-of-way. 

Second, maintain and operate flood-control works in accordance 
with regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Air Force. 

Third, hold and save United States free from all claims and damages 
= from the construction and operation of said flood protection 
works. 

Fourth, adjust all water rights claims resulting from construction, 
operations, and maintenance of the improvements. 

These conditions have been satisfied to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Air Force and the Department recommends this 
project for your approval. 

Mr. Davis. Suppose you tell us somethig about it. It seems to me 
this is quite unusual. Jt happens to be before the right subcommittee 
because we handle Army civil functions, but this is a local flood-control 
project which happens to include a military facility. 

There is a lot more involved than flood protection for Luke Air 
Force Base. 

Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir. This chart will indicate the results, 
the damaging results, from 3 record floods over the past 3 years. 

Mr. Ritey. How long has Luke Air Force Base been here? 

Colonel Lronnarp. It has been a base since World War IT. 

Mr. Rinry. Is it near the river? 

Colonel Leonnarp. No, sir; it is not. The flood is not from the 
overflow of the water but drainage from a watershed. 

You see that the flood on the 28th of August 1951, which followed 
a flood of almost equal proportions in July and early August of 1951, 
covered 18,600 acre-feet, and the damage resulting from that flood was 
$2,690,000. 

The previous flood was $870,000. The flood of August 1939 was 
$190,000. 

The distribution of the damage as shown in this chart is extracted 
from the report of this problem developed by the Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. McC.ovup. This damage to the military establishments in the 
record flood amounts to 43 percent of the entire damage, and the 
civilian interest suffered 57 percent of the damage. 

Mr. Ceprersera. Do I understand the civilian interests are con- 
tributing toward this project? - 

Mr. McCtoup. Only to the extent that the provisions in the bill 
are met. The construction costs are entirely military. 

Mr. Davis. Does this request of $2,873,000 represent the total cost? 

Colonel LeonnArp. It does; yes, the total cost of the flood protec- 
tion works themselves. There will be other costs, of course, absorbed 
by the community with respect to the relocation of highways and 
utilities, and so forth, and also the provision of land on which these 
works will be constructed. 

Mr. Turner. That was the amount authorized in fiscal year 1954 
authorization bill, Public Law 209. 

Mr. Davis. What kind of data do you have with respect to the 
average annual benefits and the costs? 

Colonel LeonnArD. This project develops a total annual charge of 
$126,800, including interest, amortization over a 50-year period, and 
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maintenance as against an average annual tangible benefit of $165,000, 
for a ratio of 1.3. 

Mr. Ritey. $126,000? 

Colonel LeonHArp. $126,800 versus $165,000 estimated benefit. 

Mr. Davis. What kind of a breakdown do you have of the estimated 
benefit of $165,000 as to the military installations involved here? 
aoe McCuouwp. I don’t believe it is broken down that way, Mr. 

avis. 

Colonel LeonHarp. It would depend, of course, on the magnitude 
of the flood. As you see, the one on the right there, the small water 
runoff, covering only 2,500 acre-feet, did not touch any of the military 
installations, whereas the major floods come to approximately 43 
percent. 

Mr. Davis. Suppose you give us a breakdown for that for the 
record? 

Colonel Leonuarp. All right, sir. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 


AVERAGE ANNUAL BENEFITS 


Information receiveo from the Los Angeles district engineer, through the 
Office, Chief of Engineers, indicates a breakdown as follows: 


(a) Benefit accruing to Luke Air Force Base__________________- ___ $29, 000 
(b) Benefit accruing to naval air facility and Goodyear plant_____~__- 26, 000 
(c) Benefit accruing to other local 110, 000 


The Los Angeles district engineer points out very strongly that these figures 
represent tangible benefits only and do not include any intangible benefits, such 
as interruption to training schedule, man-hours, loss of time, ete. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. Riney. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me that most of the 
benefits from this project would go to the civilian population in and 
around Phoenix and very little of it would accrue to the base itself. 
1 do not think that this is therefore a military project but it should 
rightfully come in the civil-functions program of the Army engineers 
and be considered in that category. 

I think that the Air Force has enough legitimate expense of its 
own rather than having to take on what seems to me preeminently 
a civilian project. 

Mr. Turner. I would just like to point out that there is a naval 
base, Litchfield——— 

Mr. Ritey. I don’t see where they get much benefit either. I have 
a report from the district engineer, dated March 30, 1953. 

Mr. Turner. There is an Air Force installation and a Navy 
installation which would benefit, in addition to the civilian interest. 

Mr. Davis. Since it is quite clear that the Corps of Engineers 
would actually be building this project, if there is a serious flood- 
control problem there, do you know what may have been done in the 
way of survey or of an authorized civil-functions project in this area by 
the corps? Do you have any information on that? 

Colonel Leonuarp. I have been advised that the engineering design 
and planning for this project is complete. The discussion as to 
whether it is properly chargeable against military-construction 
program or civil works is, of course, a matter for your committee to 
judge. 
50487542 
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In addition to the direct benefits that such a project as this would 
give to the installation—the Air Force installation at Luke—we do feel 
we would share also indirectly from any benefit given to the local 
community. We live off the community, and any benefit which is 
given the community we also share in. 

Mr. Ceperserc. Don’t share that too far or you will be buying a 
lot of flood control a,ound the cowatry if you do. 

Mr. Ritey. Are these flood conditions caused by construction work 
out of Luke Air Force Base? 

Colonel LeEonHARD. No, sir. 


UNITED KINGDOM 


Colonel Leonnarp. Item 11 covers the United Kingdom. We had 
submitted to the Office, Secretary of Defense, some months ago a 
package program for expanding facilities on several bases in the 
United Kingdom covering nearly $50 million. The office, Secretary 
of Defense, gave essentially certification to $33.6 million at that time 
— that amount has been cleared by this committee and it is being 

ult. 

This $5% million package here represents a second increment of the 
release of this program from the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 

The bases in this package are shown on the chart and we have also 
distributed the costs in terms of thousands of dollars by eight cate- 

ories—pavements, communications, and operations-type facilities, 
including POL, troop housing, maintenance and storage facilities, 
medical, administrative-type facilities and community support, welfare, 
and utility requirements. The total is shown as $5,555,000, and it 
covers 9 installations in the United Kingdom. 

Mr. Davis. Can you tell us the status of each of these installations 
so far as overall construction is concerned? For instance, at Alcon- 
bury, where will this leave that station if this request for $1,108,000 is 
approved? 

Colonel Leonnarp. This package is $1,108,000 against a foreseeable 
total requirement of $12,709,000, and we have $10,243,000 previously 
cleared. That general statement, if you will accept it, covers all of 
these nine bases and in general this satisfies our immediate require- 
ments. We have some additional few items which are still being 
researched by the Office, Secretary of Defense, but in general this gets 
us through. 

Mr. Davis. Tell us about the warehouse depot rehabilitation. 

Colonel Leonnarp. Are you interested in the requirement or the 
type of work? 

Mr. Davis. Both. 

Colonel Leonnarp. This will provide for the rehabilitation of 3 
buildings—1 a World War II hangar, and 2 asbestos-covered buildings 
totaling 78,000 square feet. It will include wind and weather proofing, 
installation of adequate lighting, resurfacing floor slabs as necessary, 
and security facilities. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. Davis. $1,121,000 at Brize Norton for operational facilities. 
Where does that bring us with respect to that station? 

Colonel Leonnarp. The program there, Mr. Davis, including the 
1955 portion, would be $7,108,000. This brings us well down toward 
the wire on this base. 
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Mr. Davis. Bruntingthorpe is a refueling station? 

Colonel Yes, sir. 

Mr. Davis. Why is it we are just doing this now at this stage of 
the proceedings? 

Colonel Leonnarp. This will provide one hydrant, and it satisfies 
the requirement at this base. We have had in our programs for the 
last several years hydrant refueling systems at these installations. 

Mr. Davis. How many do we have there now? 

Colonel LeonnArp. Three. 

Mr. Davis. You have three. Four is the station requirement? 

Colonel Lronnarp. It represents the first increment of three 
hydrants to be installed exclusively for use of bombers. There were 
six hydrants placed in there in the previous program, 

Mr. Davis. Two more to come, then? 

Colonel LEONHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Davis. At Chelveston you have a couple of similar-type 
hydrants, same price, with some bulk underground. How far toward 
completion will this bring the Chelveston program? 

Colonel Leonnarp. That program is priced out at $10,065,000, 
and we are within $1 million of that at this time. 

At Fairford, $7,450,000, and we are again within $1 million of being 
within that figure. 

Mr. Davis. Greenham Common? 

Colonel Lronnarp. That program is priced at $9,255,000. It is a 
little more than half a million dollars short of that objective. 

Mr. Davis. At Lakenheath the refueling hydrants appear to be a 
little more expensive. Is that a different type of hydrant? 

Colonet Leonnarp. This is a multioutlet refueling hydrant rather 
than a single outlet. 

Mr. Davis. That explains the price of over $80,000 rather than the 
$75,000. 

Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Davis. How far is that toward completion? 

Colonel Leonnarp. At Lakenheath the program is $5,517,000, and 
we are within less than half a million dollars of reaching that. 

Mr. Davis. At Upper Heyford you have several items which ap- 
eared before, totaling a little over $1,061,000. Does that bring this 
ase well along toward completion? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Approximately a half million dollars short 

against a $7 million program. 


BENGUERIR 


French Morocco, construction of a swimming pool at Benguerir. 
That is an inland base approximately 100 miles from the coast. This 
will provide a swimming pool 40 by 100 feet as a recreational facility. 

Mr. Davis. I am advised that this facility is very badly needed 
in this area. 

Colonel Lnonnarp. Most urgently, yes, sir. 

Mr. Davis. How big a pool will that be? 

Colonel Leonnarp. About 4,500 feet. 

Mr. Ceprersere. What is the cost factor? 

Colonel Leonnarp. In French Morocco it is about two. Here we 
plan to do the work making use of troops and available equipment and 
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available supplies to keep down the cost. Actually you could not 
build a pool of this size in the States for that price. ; 
Mr. Ceperserc. We are buying a lot of pools much more expensive 
than this. ‘ 
Mr. Turner. Yes, sir. This price includes only the cost of material 
and the packing and transportation. The labor will be by aviation 
engineer battalions. 
NATO FRANCE 


Colonel Leonnarp. The next item is No. 21, NATO France, and 
that is one base, Vouciers-Sechault. That was heard by the com- 
mittce at the lest session. Approval was withheld because we did not 
have firm NATO approval with respect to this base for United States 
use. We can now document that for your information. 

Mr. Turner. You will recall, Mr. Davis, we had alternate locations 
at the time we presented this requirement. 

Mr. Davis. What portion of the total estimated funding at this 
site will this $3,346,000 provide? 

Colonel Leonnarp. I don’t know what the ultimate cost there may 
be, but this figure constitutes the minimum requirements to operate 
the units scheduled to go into this base. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. Davis. Will you furnish a statement as to the total United 
States funding at this base? 

Mr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 

The total estimated United States Air Force public works funds which will be 
required at Vouciers-Sechault Airfield is $3,346,000, which is the amount shown in 
the request for appropriations clearance now before the House Committee on 
Appropriations. This amount will provide for all known facilities for present 
programed missions, 


VARIOUS OVERSEAS INSTALLATIONS 


Colonel Leonnarp. Last package, 22, covers various locations 
worldwide and they are shown on the chart to our left. 

One in Komaki, one at Ernest Harmon, one at Thule, one in Lajes, 
three bases in French Morocco at Benguerir, Sidi Slimane and Nouas- 
seur, one in Tripoli at Wheelus, and nine bases in the United Kingdom. 
The total estimated cost for this request is $36,388,000, of which 
approximately one-third is in airfield pavements, one-third in commu- 
nications-operations-POL facilities, and the remaining third covering 
troop housing, maintenance, and storage facilities, medical adminis- 
tration, community-type facilities, welfare, and utilities support. 

Mr. Davis. How does it happen that these are being treated in 
separate packages? There are at least five bases in the United 
Kingdom that we just got through talking about in the United King- 
dom program? 

Colonel Leonnarp. These appear as packages to correspond with 
the manner in which they were presented to this committee. They 
came forward on different dates, and for that reason only are they 
shown in a separate package. 

Mr. Turner. We submit these projects as we get them cleared 
through Mr. Floete’s office. That is why you have these separate 
packages. 
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KOMAKI, JAPAN 


Mr. Davis. Suppose you tell us about the first one at Komaki? 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. Davis. What do you have in the way of a maintenance hangar 
there now? 

Colonel Leonnarp. There is a 23,856-square-foot hangar there 
which is being rehabilitated for use for these missions, at a cost of 
$95,000. It is a small type hangar. 

Mr. Davis. This is a rehabilitation job? 

Colonel LEoNHARD. Yes, sir. 


ERNEST HARMON, NEWFOUNDLAND 


Mr. Davis. At Ernest Harmon the request is for $2.071 million. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Colonel Leonnarp. The program at Harmon covers $83,000 for 
communications and navigation aids, including airfield lighting and 
electronic navigational aids. 

There is one barracks item in the program—a 200-man barracks, 
at a cost of $713,000. 

The next item, at a cost of $50,000, is for developing a trailer court 
for families residing, or wishing to reside in the Harmon area. 

This will provide hard stand and extend utilities to the area. 

In the way of storage facilities, there is a warehouse for air installa- 
tion type supplies, and a base warehouse for bulk supplies—two of 
them combined —costing $638,000. 

There is a dependents’ school for families residing in the area, at a 
cost of $540,000, with utilities support of line items, costing $47,000, 
for a total of $2.071 million. 

Mr. Davis. Will you please tell us a little bit more about the 
civilian dormitory? How do we happen to be providing that? 

Colonel Leonnarp. We have a situation there whereby the total 
dormitory space as now utilized is shared between the civilian per- 
sonnel required to be housed on the base, and uniformed personnel. 
This would relieve the congestion existing under both conditions, and 
provide total accommodations there for the requirements of both 
types. 

Mr. Davis. Are these American civilians? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Well, they are both United States and 
Canadian civilians who reside on the base. 

Mr. Rasaut. Do you feel that the unit cost is in line here based 
upon your experience over there? 

Colonel LEonHARD. Yes, sir; we are building barracks of an identical 
type at Harmon now, and these are programed at the same price, 
based upon the experience that we are presently having up there. 


THULE AIR FORCE BASE, GREENLAND 


Mr. Davis. The next item for consideration is the Thule Air Force 
Base, where you have a request for $5,415,000. 

Will vou please tell us about that request Colonel Leonhard? 

Colonel Leonnarp. The airfield pavements at Thule in this pro- 
gram provide dispersal parking hardstands for aircraft and an ex- 
tension of the runway and removal of a hazard which presently exists 
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to the taxiway which does not permit large aircraft to taxi with the 
necessary freedom which they require. ’ 

The fuel oil sotrage will provide onbase POL for the operation. _ 

The communications and navaids will provide electronics facilities 
for navigation of aircraft. ; 

There is a crash fire station listed at a cost of $156,000, and a flight 
simulator trainer building at a cost of $142,000. 

There is a project for erection of prefab structures and for con- 
struction of a ready rocket storage building. The two combined are 
listed at a cost of $592,000. 

There is a requirement for an airmen’s club and an NCO club at 
Thule at a cost of $638,000, combined. 

The total program is $5,415,000. 

Mr. Davis. What is the nature of this hazard which interferes with 
the taxiing of large aircraft? 

Cotonel LeonnArp. Actually, the difficulty is in the grade of the 
taxiway. The grades are excessive, particularly in the wintertime, 
to get a heavily loaded plane from the operating area of the runway 
to the hardstand area. 

This will provide another routing of the taxiway to eliminate this 
point of excess grade. It is hazardous from the standpoint of taxiing 
a plane across icy pavement. 

Mr. Davis, What is the significance of this NCO officers’ club? 

Does that mean there is an existing building there, and that this is 
a reconversion job, or what? 

Colonel Leonnarp. No; this is not a reconversion job. This is a 
standard Air Force definitive, 3103-14. It provides for construction 
of a building of 8,440 square feet. There are no similar facilities 
existing or under construction. 


LAJES AIR FORCE BASE, AZORES 


Mr. Creprerserc. The next base for consideration is the Lajes Air 
Force Base, located in the Azores, where you have a request for 
$5,793,000. 

Colonel, would you advise us as to what the expenditures are going 
to be for at this installation? 

Colonel Lreonnarp. Yes, sir; at Lajes we have $42 million in the 
hands of the construction agency for work presently going on and 
they have awarded contracts for approximately $41 million. 

So, practically everything which has been released to the Chief of 
Engineers’ office for this program has been placed under contract. 

Practically this entire request covers airfield pavements and bulk 
storage of POL. The strengthening to heavy duty standard of the 
operations apron for heavy aircraft at Lages, will cost $2,902,000; the 
bulk storage of liquid POL at $2.4 million. 

Under “Communications,’”’ we have the base transmitter facility, 
and the emergency power building at a cost of $64,000 and $54,000. 
Also, $28,000 for electronics communications and navaids. 

We have a theater of 350-seat capacity at a cost of $110,000; school 
facilities at a cost of $120,000 and utilities to support the construction 
line items at an estimated cost of $115,000. 


| 
| 
| 
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Mr. Ceperpera. Colonel, are we using engineer troops in the 
construction of some of these installations? 

Colonel Leonnarp. We have no engineer troops at Lajes. 

Mr. Ceprerserc. What is the cost ratio? 

Colonel Leonnarp. At Lages it runs probably 1.5 to 2. 

Mr. Ceprerserea. I notice we are building a 350-seat theater for 
$110,000. 

Colonel Leonnarp. This provides a facility of 4,662 square feet at 
an estimated cost of $23.50 per square foot. We would get a theater 
here in the United States of this square footage or size for probably 
on the order of $15 a square foot. 

Mr. CeprerserGc. There is some discrepancy here, because a 350- 
seat theater is just a theater of 350 seats, whether it is here, or whether 
it is at Lages. 

Colonel LeonHarp. I believe the factor there is about 1.5, Mr. 
Cederberg. 

Mr. Crepersera. Is the same type construction used there which 
we are placing on our bases here? 

Colonel Lronnarp. This is temporary construction, at  Lajes. 
This is not permanent construction that we are building at Lajes. 

Mr. Cepersere. Your data on 350-seat theaters in the United 
States of the same square footage, 4,662 square feet, run from $13 
in one instance to $18.35 in another instance. In still another it is 
$27 per square foot. 

Colonel Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ceperserec. So, if you apply a cost factor there, why, of 
course, then we are building this theater here at a very good price. 
We are even building this one at an exceptionally good price, or we are 
spending too much money here in the United States, one of the two. 

Colonel Leonnarp. | think your average there would be, say, 
$15 to $17 per square foot. Here it is $23.50, which means a factor 
of 1.5. 

Mr. CeperserG. This is not permanent construction? 

Colonel Leonuarp. No, sir; this is not permanent construction. 

Mr. CreperserG. How much more is anticipated as far as the 
expenditures at this particular base is concerned, if this amount is 
allowed? 

Colonel Lronnarp. We have in the hands of the Chief of Engineers 
$42 million, of which he has $41 million under contract. The ultimate 
cost of this installation is information which I would like to insert 
in the record, with your permission. 

Mr. Ceprersera. Very well. 

(The matter referred to is as follows:) 


The total cost of this base is $126,891,000 as now estimated. 


BENGUERIR 


Mr. CeperserG. The next installation is at Benguerir, where you 
have a contemplated expenditure of $4,478,000. 

Colonel Lronnarp. This provides for shoulder stabilization. The 
items under airfield pavements cost $900,000. The communications 
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facilities total $28,000 and the base maintenance hangar will cost 
$2.5 million. 

The utilities are listed at a cost of approximately $1 million, for a 
total for Benguerir of $4,478,000. 


NOUASSEUR 


Mr. Crepersera. At Nouasseur you have an anticipated expenditure 
of $8,464,000. 

Colonel, would you please elaborate upon that? 

Colonel Leonnarp. The largest single item there will be airfield 
pavements to provide dispersal hardstand parking for aircraft, 
shoulder stabilization of the taxiways for the jet-type bombers oper- 
ating in that area or scheduled to operate in that area, as well as 
taxiway access to the dispersal hardstands. 

The $28,000 for communications facilities is for a TACAN station. 

Under utilities, we have $1,594,000, and that is principally for the 
provision of base electric power. 

The medical facilities item of $195,000 provides for a packaged 
hospital to be located in Nouaseur. 

Mr. Ceperserc. Colonel, I note that we are getting into stabiliza- 
tion of the taxiways rather frequently. I assume we are going to be 
running into that more and more, including our bases here in the 
United States? 

Colonel Lreonnarp. Yes, sir. The proposition there, Mr. Ceder- 
berg, is that with the jet-powered planes, the engines are positioned 
out toward the wing tips and unless we have a firm stabilized shoulder 
when they taxi down the taxiway, they have a tendency to pick up 
loose gravel and stones off the shoulders to be sucked up through the 
intake of the jet engines, and we lose an engine. 

Mr. CrperperG. You are contemplating installing very light 
shoulder stabilization; is that correct? 

Colonel Leonnarp. It would be light pavement simply to stabilize 
the shoulder so it can be swept, and cleaned off regularly. 

Mr. Ritey. Are these hardstands going to be constructed of cement? 

Colonel Leonnarp. At Nouasseur all of them are of bituminous. 

Mr. Riney. Well, one of the criticisms which we heard was that 
concrete was disintegrating because of spillage. I would assume that 
there is going to be a whole lot more spillage on the hardstands 
than there would be on the runways. 

Do you not think that is poor economy? 

Colonel Leonuarp. It depends upon the economic features in- 
volved. Unfortunately, all of our pavements which we have built 
at these bases are of flexible design. It is contrary to the position 
which the Air Force would choose to take with respect to pave- 
ment surfaces. 

Mr. Riney. I rerember that in that respect one of the critics 
said he went over there and kicked up some with his toe. 

Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir; we have had, as this committee well 
knows, our problems with pavement construction at the French 
Moroccan bases, with or without the spillage of fuel. 

Mr. Turner. The spillage problem is primarily where the hy- 
drants are located. : 

Mr. Ritey. That problem arises principally around the hydrants 
and refueling areas? 


| 
| 
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Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir; that is the main problem. 

Mr. Ritey. You are going to have a certain amount of spillage 
where you park the planes. You even have leakage from the carbu- 
retor of your automobile where it is parked. Every time you get 
that stuff on the surface, vou disintegrate this pavement. 

I think your maintenance costs are going to be high with that sort 
of construction. 

Mr. CeperBerG. I certainly agree with you, Mr. Riley. We 
looked at some of these pavements when we were on our trip west 
last year. 

Mr. Ritey. I do not know why they persist in building them this 
way. The first cost might be a little cheaper, but around the refuel- 
ing pumps and hardstands, I certainly think it should be of concrete. 
I think you will save money in the long run. 

Colonel Leonnarp. We shall look further into that. 


SIDI SLIMANE 


Mr. CeperserG. The next installation is at Sidi Slimane. Colonel, 
will you please tell us about the request here? 

Colonel LeEonnarp. Sidi Slimane is also a going base. The program 
there in this package is $910,000. Again, three-fourths of that repre- 
sents the stabilization of taxiway shoulders, the installation of a 
TACAN facility for navigational aids, the squadrons’ operations build- 
ing, and support utilities. 


WHEELUS FIELB, TRIPOLI 


Mr. Crepersera. The next installation is at Wheelus Field, where 
you anticipate spending $3,370,000. 

Colonel Leonhard, will you please tell us about your request here. 

Colonel Leonnarp. Wheelus Field is located in Tripoli, and the 
facilities to be constructed under this project includes stabilization of 
taxiway shoulders and access to the aprons; POL storage facilities, at 
a cost of $1.1 million; communication facilities, including navigational 
aids for operations in that area, at a cost of $141,000, operations build- 
ings at a cost of $461,000, including a fire station; base operations, and 


‘squadrons’ buildings, and troop housing at a cost of $150,000; storage 


facilities at a cost of $264,000, and personnel facilities, including a 
chapel and a post exchange, at a cost of $196,000; and administrative 
type facilities, including a headquarters building for the squadrons, 
and security fencing, at a cost of $132,000, with support utilities listed 
at $75,000. 

Mr. Ceperserc. How much money have we invested in this base 
up to date? 

Colonel LEonnarp. We have approximately $47 million invested. 

Mr. CeperserG. How many of these bases which we have listed 
on this chart are operational, or can we assume they are all operational 
at the present time? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Every base is operational. Would Operations 
care to check me on that? 

Colonel Moore. Every base there is on an operational status. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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UNITED KINGDOM 
ALCONBURY 


Mr. CreperBerc. The next installation is at Aleoonbury, where you 
are requesting $105,000. 

Colonel Leonhard, will you please tell us about your request here? 

Colonel Leonnarp. This is for communications facilities; $21,000 
for TACAN, and a multipurpose recreation facility at a cost of $84,000. 

This multipurpose recreation facility serves the purpose of indi- 
vidual items such as the theater, post exchange, and gymnasium, and 
such as that. 

Mr. CrepersBerG. There are no such facilities located there at the 
present time? 

Colonel Leonnarp. There are no such facilities of any of that type 
at this base, and this one facility is designed to serve the purposes of all, 


BRIZE NORTON 


Mr. Davis. The next installation for consideration is Brize Norton, 
where you have a request for $496,000, and all of the items appear to 
be for operations facilities. 

Colonel Leonnarp. They are; yes, sir. 

Mr. Davis. This is one of the places where we are getting pretty 
well on toward completion of it; is it not? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir; it is. 


FAIRFORD BASE 


Mr. Davis. The next installation is at Fairford, and the request is 
for $484,000. 

Colonel Leonnarp. Again, practically all of that is for operational- 
type facilities. There is a theater in the program at a cost of $89,000. 

Ir. Davis. way do you have a nonstandard organizational 
maintenance shop? 

Colonel Leonnarp. We have several standard sizes of organiz- 
tional maintenance shops. I do not have a book of definitives with 
me, but I think there is one of around 5,000 square feet, and another 
one of something over 8,000 square feet. For the mission at this 
base, the requirement is for only 7,200 square feet. So, that would 
be nonstandard. That would leave off one of the wings, for instance, 
of the regular organizational maintenance shop. 

Mr. TurNeER. "This is the same problem which we ran into on our 
1955 hearing. We do not have a definitive on some of these in 
England, and they are shown here as nonstandard in the book. 

e have not had a chance to correct our listings as yet. 


GREENHAM COMMON 


Mr. Davis. The next base for consideration is Greenham Common, 
where the request is for $443,000, and all of the facilities appear to 
be operational facilities, except a theater of a 350-seat capacity. 

Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir; that is correct, sir, and that theater 
would be at a cost of $65,000. 
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LAKENHEATH AND MILDENHALL 


Mr. Davis. At Lakenheath and Mildenhall your request appears 
to be for the standard fixed TACAN facility? 
Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir. 


MOLESWORTH 


Mr. Davis. At Molesworth you have quite a number of roads, with 
the usual TACAN facility, and you have a request for a base auto 
shop. 

Do you have anything there of that kind now? 

Colonel Leonuarp. At Molesworth, at present, there is no covered 
auto-maintenance shop at this station. They have been performing 
maintenance on vehicles outside. 

Mr. Davis. Here is another case where you are building a dependent 
school. Is Molesworth a fairly well-isolated station? 

Colonel LeEonHARD. Do you have a map of this base, Operations? 

Colonel Cook. I do not believe we have a map with us. 

Mr. Turner. How far is it from the support community? 

Colonel Coox. About 15 miles. 

Mr. Turner. What is the nearest town to Molesworth? 

Colonel Cook. It is about 20 miles from a large town, and it is in 
an isolated area, and family housing and so forth is very hard to find 
in that area. 

Mr. Davis. This is the only country in which the children of 
servicemen attend the regular schools of the country, in the absence 
of a dependent’s American facility, is it not? 

Colonel Leonnarp, I believe that is correct, Mr. Davis. I imagine 
a few of them do enter French schools, but it is more of a luxury there, 
and the language barrier would be considerable. 

Colonel Coox. Mr. Chairman, on the dependent’s school question, 
over there in many instances they are unable to get into the English 
schools because they are saturated, particularly in the higher grades of 
high school. So, it has become necessary in some instances for our 
people to send their children to boarding schools, boarding them over- 
night, because of the distances required to travel. 

Colonel LEonHARD. We do it in Spain also. The people living over 
there are attending English schools in Madrid. There are several 
English-established schools over there. 

Mr. Davis. Those are private schools? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir. 


STURGATE 


Mr. Davis. At Sturgate you have listed aviation gas storage and a 
central heating plant. 

Is that another one of those cases where the British do not provide 
any central heating plant? 

Colonel Lsonnarp. That is correct, sir. 
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UPPER HEYFORD 


Mr. Davis. The next base for consideration is at upper Heyford, 
where you are requesting a fixed TACAN station and nonstandard 
fueling hydrants—eight of them, I believe. 

Colonel Leonnarp. They are outlets, again, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Turner. Mr. Davis, before we leave this group of items, I 
would like to point out that all of these were originally included to be 
financed out of the fiscal year 1955 appropriation. 

After review ‘‘ was decided, within the Air Force, that these could 
be funded out 6! the money which we already had available and, there- 
fore, they were excluded from the 1955 appropriation request knowing 
we would have to come back to this committee after the 1955 hearings 
were over to secure clearance. 


GRANDVIEW AIR FORCE BASE, MO. 


Mr. Davis. We shall now proceed to the consideration of your 

request at Grandview, Mo. 
olonel Leonhard, will you please tell us your plaas there? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Item No. 2 is one of the Public Law 209 
authorizations. This item was heard previously and it was deferred 
because of the late date at which this project would be placed under 
contract. 

The request here involves two items, the security fencing, and the 
utility items. They are scheduled for award in December of this 

ear. 
The design will be completed in October, and awarded in December. 

Mr. Davis. This is an item which was presented to the committee 
— and has now been restudied since the time of those 

earings? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir; the date, of course, is approaching 
when we will, in the natural course of time, be able to place under 
contract. I believe it was deferred by the committee before inasmuch 
as it would not be under contract by the first of July. It still will not, 
obviously, be under contract before that date, but it will be under 
contract before the committee returns from recess. 


HOMESTEAD AIR FORCE BASE, FLA. 


_ Mr. Davis. Colonel Leonhard, will you please give us the details 
in regard to the request at Homestead, Fla.? 

Colonel LEonnARD. At Homestead, we have a program of $5,942,200 
which was deferred by the committee in November because of non- 
clearance of the land item at that time, and the lack of any obligations 
against the 1953 program. 

The land has recently been cleared by the Armed Services Com- 
mittees, and acquisifion is in process. Every line item in the entire 
1953 program will be under advertisement prior to the Ist of August. 

They will be awarded during the months of August and September. 
All line items in this program will be awarded during the period of 
a to December, 1954. 

r. Davis. This is the land, included in this amount, which has 
been holding the contract up all along? 


19 


Colonel Pricer. No, sir. 

Colonel Lronuarp. The 1953 land item, which was the acquisition 
of the major property, has been accomplished. 

Mr. Davis. at is the land involved in this request? 

Colonel Price. This increment of land, Mr. Davis, involves 20 
acres for an off-base communications facility; 120 acres, in fee, for 
base expansion, and avigation easements in the amount of 485 acres. 
It is a part of the total taking that was explained to this committee at 
recent hearings. 

The current estimate for these 3 items, out of 5 which were author- 
ized, is $122,500, as against an original authorized amount of $204,000. 

The remaining two items which are not being requested today are 
the fee and easements required for the ammunition storage, which 
you may recall we are still looking for a better place to put it. 


LAUGHLIN AIR FORCE BASE, TEX. 


Mr. Davis. The next base for consideration is the Laughlin Air 
Force Base, where we have a request of $342,000 for some aprons. 

Colonel Leonuarp. This was not submitted to the committee in 
November nor in April. At that time the Air Force was restudying 
the requirements for airfield pavements and it has since been deter- 
mined that there is a requirement at this base for 190,000 square yards 
to accommodate the mission. 

There is 140,000 in place and this request covers 50,000 square 
yards. 

LITTLE ROCK AIR FORCE BASE, ARK. 


Mr. Davis. The next base for consideration is at Little Rock, 
where we have a request for $528,000. 

What does this request involve? 

Colonel Leonnarp. This is identical with the case at Grandview, 
I believe, where the completion of design and contract award schedules 
were questioned. 

The operations facilities will be awarded in December, and the 
utilities will be awarded in September of this year. 

Mr. Davis. There has been no change in your cost estimate? 

Colonel LeonHarp. Yes; I believe there has. The estimate is 
based upon the status of designs now in hand, totaling $528,000. 
Initially, it was programed for $478,000. 

Mr. heCiovn. The increase was in regard to the railroad track, 
which is under the utility item. 

Mr. Davis. This is on-base trackage; is it? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 


OTIS AIR FORCE BASE, MASS. 


Mr. Davis. The next item for consideration is at Otis, Mass., 
where you have a request for $4,813,000 for what appears to be oper- 
ational requirements. 

Colonel LeonnaArD. Yes, sir; in the initial submission of this pro- 
gram, clearance was deferred pending resolution of the problem with 
respect to the Army at Camp Edwards. That problem has been 
satisfactorily resolved. 
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We are in a position now to proceed with this program. 

Colonel Price, would you care to amplify that? 

Colonel Price. I would like to say that, as I told the committee, 
at a previous hearing, there is no question about our being able to use 
the land, but there was an honest difference of opinion as to who 
should be the landlord, and who should be the tenant. 

We were unable to resolve that with the Army, and placed the 
matter before the Department of Defense. The Department of 
Defense ruled that the Air Force would take over the entire installa- 
tion, and support the Army activities that need to use it. 

Of course, that transfer of the property is subject to the approval 
of the Armed Services Committee, but we have issued the necessary 
directives to start that machinery in motion. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


PERRIN AIR FORCE BASE, TEX. 


Mr. Davis. At Perrin, Tex., there is a request for $36,000 for 
liquid fuel storage and dispensing. Will you tell us about that? 

Colonel Lnonnarp. We had previously cleared 10,000 barrels. This 
request would raise that to 20,000 barrels. There is a requirement of 
35,500 barrels, existing 13,500, leaving a deficiency of 22,000 barrels. 

Mr. Davis. This is in accordance with the revision of the per- 
mitted fuel requirements following the study that was conducted in 
Secretary Floete’s office? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir. 


SMOKY HILL AIR FORCE BASE, KANS. 


Mr. Davis. Smoky Hill, Kans., a request for $335,260 for the 
extension of the primary runway. Will you tell us about that? 

Colonel Leonnarv. This will provide for a runway 12,300 feet long 
by 200 feet wide. When the Air Force was here in November we were 
planning on a runway of a lesser length on the basis of engine perform- 
ance predicted at that time. The actual performance of that engine 
in subsequent tests and in practice indicates that we will need a run- 
way 12,300 feet long at this base. 

Mr. Davis. Have the plans now been completed? 

Mr. McC.ovup. It can be advertised immediately. 


M’CLELLAN AIR FORCE BASE, CALIF. 


Mr. Davis. Now we come to the problem of considerable concern 
to our colleague from Michigan, McClellan Air Foree Base. We have 
a request for $4,783,000 for airfield pavements, fuel storage and dis- 
pensing, communications facilities, operations facilities, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, and land. 

Colonel Leonnarp. This was deferred previously in connection 
with the land problem and the high cost of locating this mission at this 
base. The cost has been reduced from $5,370,000 to $4,783,000, and 
Colonel Price can advise you on the status of land clearance. 

Colonel Price. As you will recall, in November we were talking in 
terms of 400 acres of land and $700,000. As a result of the discussions 
at that time, those requirements have been cut back so that today we 
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are asking for 80 acres instead of 400 and a total cost of $252,800. 
That amount of land will take care of the Air Defense Command’s 
mission, with which you are familiar. It does not provide, of course, 
for any other facility but for our immediate requirement that 80 
acres represents what we must have in order to base the Air Defense 
Command unit at McClellan. 

Mr. Davis. Do you have a map of McClellan with you? 

Colonel Pricer. | have a photograph. 

Mr. Davis. I would like to see what the difference in the land 
situation is. 

Colonel Pricr. I do not have the original taking marked, but this 
is what the Air Defense Command uses for their big aircraft [indicat- 
ing]. We have eliminated all the land we were talking about over 
here [indicating]. 

Mr. Cepersera. Which is the runway you were going to extend? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Davis. What is being restudied in Sacramento? 

Colonel Breet. The land for the extension of the runway is being 
restudied. You will recall there were several land packages. All 
land packages except the 80 acres we have before us now have been 
withdrawn from the program. There were easement requirements in 
that particular package and temporary extension of the runway to 
1,000 feet. We were going to program the runway in increments. 
It was decided not to do it in that way and rather to resurvey the 
entire problem to determine the least cost to the Government, and 
that study is now being made, 

Mr. Cepersera. My personal opinion is that you should not go 
ahead with 80 acres until you know what you are going to do about 
the rest of the land. 

Colonel Price. As you probably are aware, the 1955 authorization 
bill contains for the first time the authority to pay money for options. 
There is a limitation on it, but it authorizes the Secretary to option 
real estate for which there is an apparent requirement. This will be 
my first candidate for the exercise of that authority as soon as it be- 
comes the law, and it is our intention to option the land that is 
obviously going to be needed for the runway extension to preclude any 
inflation that might result from the acquisition of the 80 acres. I think 
that is the best we can do at this stage. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


OFFUTT AIR FORCE BASE, NEBR. 


Mr. Davis. The next is Offutt, Nebr., and a request for $136,000 
for fire-station conversion. 

Colonel LeonHarpb. This is to provide a 7-stall fire station within a 
hangar. The extension of the runway at Offutt and expanded opera- 
tions at that base necessitates that we provide adequate crash and fire 
protection at this installation. 

Mr. Davis. How much money are we saving here by putting that 
within a hangar? 

Mr. McC own. It runs about $15 or $16 a square foot. 

Colonel Leonnarp. It will probably be in the neighborhood of 
$198,000 or $200,000. 
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Mr. Davis. What are you doing there now? You do not have this 
particular equipment there at all? 

Colonel Leonnarp. We do not have all this equipment that will be 
required at the base. They have 1 truck in a 1-stall shack and 
they have 2 or 3 pieces of equipment just standing inside the hangar 
without any support for the accommodation of the crews on duty 
and things of that sort. 


SMOKY HILL AIR FORCE BASE, KANS. 


Mr. Davis. At Smoky Hill, Kans., a request for $173,000 for a 
base operations building. 

Colonel Leonnuarp. his provides for a base operations: building. 
The existing facility is approximately 3,000 square feet. It is poorly 
located for the new pavements and provides no briefing room, no 
place for storage of parachutes, flying safety room, and so forth. 

Mr. Davis. What will you do with the building you have there 
now? 

Colonel LeonHARD. The present one is located as a part of a hangar. 
It will be moved out and that space will be available for maintenance 
activities. 

TURNER AIR FORCE BASE, GA. 


Mr. Davis. The next item is Turner, Ga., a request for $240,000 
for a base warehouse. 

Colonel Leonnarp. That is a standard 40,000 square foot base 
warehouse. 

Mr. Davis. Everybody that has to approve this has done so and 
it is all ready to go? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Turner. All except this committee, sir. 

Mr. Davis. What do vou have there now in the way of a warehouse? 

Colonel Leonnarp. I do not have it in terms of total requirement 
versus inventory, but they have storage in the open, 12,000 square 
feet, and there is an added requirement of 8,000 square feet. 

Mr. Davis. This will completely fulfill your warehouse requirement? 

Colonel Leonnarp. At this base; yes. 


DONALDSON AIR FORCE BASE, S. C. 


Mr. Davis. Next is a request for $43,000 for parking area and 
security fence at Donaldson, S. C. 

Colonel LeonnArD. This is for parking and a security fence. The 
security fence will surround the remote radio station. The pavement 
is for the motor pool and parking in the vicinity of the hospital and 
quarters. 

Mr. Davis. I presume you read the report and noted our feelings 
with respect to parking areas? 

Colonel LEonHARD. Yes, sir, we have. This is very minimum cost 
on this. This amount of 33,684 square yards of parking provides for 
minimum stabilization of the grounds. Less than 10 percent of this 
total scope is for parking of private vehicles. The bulk of it is for the 
motor pool. 
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GEORGE AIR FORCE BASE, CALIF. 


Mr. Davis. The next item is a base warehouse at George, Calif., 
— which you request $264,000. Evidently that is a good-sized ware- 
ouse. 
Colonel LEonnarp. This is for a 44,000 square foot base warehouse 
and will satisfy the warehouse requirements at this installation. 
Mr. Davis. That is a standard building? 
Colonel Leonnarp. A standard-sized building. 


LARSON AIR FORCE BASE, WASH. 


Mr. Davis. At Larson, Wash., you have a request for $224,000 for 
two maintenance shops. 

Colonel LeonHARD. Two at 9,000 square feet. They are non- 
existent at the present time. 

a Davis. I am having a little trouble with your arithmetic on 
that. 

Colonel Leonuarp. I thought they were the same type buildings. 
Iam sorry. Those shops are to provide space for the following func- 
tions: For the propellors, hydraulic engines, tires, sheet metal, com- 
munications, electronics, painting and storage of tools, and so forth, 
technical inspection, and T/O supplies. 

Mr. Davis. Why are they two separate units? One appears to be 
rather small. 

Colonel LEonHARD. We require in our storage and maintenance 
facilities on the base separate facilities for inflammable type opera- 
tions, for painting and storage of grease and oil, and so forth. They 
are in a separate building. I think the major functions outlined are 
taken care of in the larger building and the smaller one is for the haz- 
ardous type storage and operations. 

Mr. Rasavt. For fire prevention? 

Colonel LEonHArRD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Turner. It is a lot cheaper to set that little building off and 
fireproof it than to fireproof the larger facility. 


RAMEY AIR FORCE BASE, P. R. 


Mr. Davis. At Ramey, P. R., there is an item of $493,000 for a fire 
station and technical-training building. 

Colonel LeonnArp. At the present time the fire station consists of 
an old converted grocery store that was built prior to the base being 
established. It has been overtaken by the ravages of time and new 
equipment is required. This project provides for the construction of 
a 7-stall fire station, 11,830 square feet, at a cost of $205,000. The 
technical-training building is 17,200 square feet. There is no facility 
of that type presently on the base. 

Mr. Davis. The present building being used for a fire station would 
be torn down or do you plan to convert it to some other use? 

Colonel Leonnarp. I think its location would require that it be 
dismantled. 

AIR FORCE RESERVE PROGRAM 


Mr. Davis. That brings us to item 20, the reserve program. | 
Colonel Leonnarpv. The AFTRC program is for 11 bases in the 
United States: Albany, N. Y.; Andyews, outside of Washington; 
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Clinton County, Ohio; Dobbins, Ga.; Ellington, near Houston, Tex.; 
Fort Worth, Tex.; General Billy Mitchell, near Milwaukee; Hanscom, 
near Boston; Minneapolis and St. Paul; Niagara Falls; and Youngs- 
town. 

ALBANY, N. Y. 


Mr. Davis. How much do you have at Albany right now? 

Colonel Leonnarp. We have built nothing out of our public- 
works-construction authority. 

Mr. Davis. That is not in conjunction with any other airport 
facility? 

Colonel Leonnarp. No. We have no airport facility there at all. 
This is a municipal airport. 

Mr. Davis. This would provide some parking for the trainees and 
a technical training building? 

Colonel Prick. That may be misleading. We have leased space 
in which we are conducting classroom-type activities, but there are 
no Government-owned facilities there. 

Mr. Davis. Do you also have an existing lease with the municipal 
airport for hangar facilities? 

Colonel Price. No, sir. This is technical training only, and not 
for flying. 

Mr. Davis. If you have leased facilities there now, why should we 
spend $217,000 for a new building? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Well, the requirements exceed the space avail- 
able through lease for the operation of this unit, and in the overall 
training program developed with the Office of the Secretary of Defense, 
it has been determined that this constitutes a firm requirement. This 
building would provide the administrative space for the personnel, 
for the Reserve squadron staff, the medical-examination room, library, 
general storage, and so forth. 

Mr. Turner. The whole Reserve program of the Air Force is being 
stepped up considerably and we find in many cases the existing 
facilities will have to be expanded. 

Colonel Pricr. I might add that the current space is ordinary 
office space and is not designed so that it will accommodate markups 
of aircraft engines, and so forth. We currently have 4,800 square 
feet, which is about one-third of the actual requirement, and they 
are running a very unsatisfactory and abbreviated course as a result. 
That space is under a short-term lease because it did not meet the 
minimum requirements, but it did give them a chance to get started 
and organize the people. 

ANDREWS, MD. 


Mr. Davis. At Andrews the request is for a hangar and a shop? 

Colonel Leonnarp. Operation parking apron and access to the 
hangar and a warehouse. 

Mr. Davis. Apparently you have a potential for a large Reserve 
operation out there. 

Colonel Leonnarp. There is a Reserve combat training wing at 
Andrews. 

Mr. Davis. Is it pretty well organized and operating now? 

Colonel Moore. It is phased to be in Andrews actually just at this 
time. It is coming in now and there is a lot of Reserve activity here, 
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and there will be no problem in having an excellent unit. The biggest 
problem is facilities with which to operate. 

Mr. Davis. Are the hangers permanent? 

Colonel Leonnarp. There is no difference between permanent and 
temporary for hangars. 

Mr. Davis. Will they be metal? 

Colonel Leonnarp. This would be steel frame of standard Air 
Force size, 231 feet by 160 feet. 

Mr. Davis. A steel frame with what kind of exterior? 

Colonel Leonnarp. We leave the type of surfacing up to the local 
economic conditions. Normally it would be « steel frame with con- 
crete-block walls. 

Mr. Turner. It depends what we can get the best price on in that 
area. 

CLINTON COUNTY, OHIO 


Mr. Davis. Where is Clinton County, Ohio? 

Mr. McCtoup. It is about 20 miles from Dayton. 

Mr. Davis. Do you have a Reserve facility operating there now? 

Colonel Moors. We have a Reserve combat training wing operat- 
ing there at the present time. 

r. Davis. Evidently this is a commercially operated airport; 
what is the basis for the requirement for a taxiway for the Reserve 
operation? Do they have taxiways in connection with their com- 
mercial operations? 

Colonel Price. This is a Government-owned airport. If there are 
commercial operations they are very minor. It was used in con- 
nection with the all-weather research between this place and Andrews 
Field. If there are civilian-scheduled aircraft in there it is very 
minor. 

Colonel Leonnarp. This provides taxi access to the end of the 
runway so that you do not have to use the runway itself as a taxiway. 


DOBBINS, GA. 


Mr. Davis. At Dobbins, Ga., you have a request for a base opera- 
tions building. Do you have an operating unit in there now? 

Colonel Yes, sir. 

Colonel Moors. We have a combat training wing there now. 

Mr. Davis. What are they using for an operation building now? 

Mr. McCuiovup. The present space of 2,000 square feet is inadequate. 
The building will be moved to another location and used as a utility 
shop. 

ELLINGTON, TEX. 


Mr. Davis. At Ellington you request $163,000 for a base main- 
tenance shop. 

Colonel Leonnarp. This is the same structure as we have at 
Andrews. 


FORT WORTH, TEX. 


Mr. Davis. At Fort Worth, Tex., you have a request for a tech- 
nical training building and vehicle parking. 
Colonel LeonHarp. That is the same as at Albany. 
Mr. Davis. It costs a little less because of its location? 
Colonel Leonnarp. Yes, sir. 


BILLY MITCHELL FIELD, WIS. 


Mr. Davis. At Billy Mitchell Field near Milwaukee, you are re- 
questing certain operation facilities, and a warehouse. Those are 
the facilities you are going to be putting on this land that you got 
clearance for earlier in the year? 

Colonel Price. That is right. 

Mr. McCrovup. That is the plan, yes, sir. 

Mr. Davis. Does this about complete the construction require- 
ments at Billy Mitchell? 

Colonel Leonnarp. I am not in a position to say, Mr. Chairman. 
This unit is just getting started. It would disiand of course, upon 
the interest that develops in the Milwaukee-Chicago area as to what 
future expansion might be required. 

Mr. Turner. I think there is more, Mr. Davis. We will furnish 
a statement on that for the record. 

Mr. Davis. All right. 

(The information is as follows:) 

The total estimated cost of this base for Reserve activities is $5,282,000. 


Through this request a total of $2,607,000 will have been made available leaving 
$2,675,000 to be appropriated in future years. 


HANSCOM FIELD, MASS. 


Mr. Davis..The next is Hanscom Field in Massachusetts. 

Colonel Moore. That has an Air Force Reserve training wing at the 
present time. 

Mr. Davis. “Site preparation” refers to the parking area? 

Colonel Leonnarp. It does, grubbing and draining, and so forth. 


MINNEAPOLIS AND ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Mr. Davis. Minneapolis and St. Paul. 

Colonel Moore. That has an Air Force Reserve training wing at the 
present time. 

Colonel Prick. On Minneapolis-St. Paul the Air Force would like to 
delete this land item for the time being, defer it, and that permits the 
deletion of the word “land” on the big chart, and I would like to explain 
off the record my reason for that. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


NIAGARA FALLS, N. Y. 


Mr. Davis. Niagara Falls, fuel storage and warehouse. Do you 
have a unit at Niagara Falls now? ; 

Colonel Leonuarp. Yes, sir. We are operating at Niagara Falls. 

Mr. Davis. In each of these places it is the policy of the Air Force 
to have a separate building that the Reserves use? ; 

Colonel Moore. For this particular type unit, yes, sir. We do 
have Reserve units and individuals in the Air Force who train on the 
regular installations with regular facilities, but in these particular 
units they are in locations that can support the operation. We do 
have regular Air Force personnel to assist them in their training, 
but they can support this type of operation and we have had very 
good luck with it. 
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YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO 


Mr. Davis. How far is Youngstown from Akron? 

Colonel Cook. Forty miles. 

Mr. Davis. Is it northeast of Akron? 

Colonel Cook. Almost due east. 

Mr. Davis. Is this a new Reserve operation that is going in there? 

Colonel Moore. I believe this one is in operation. 

Colonel Leonarp. It is a going base but as far as the training 
program, are they active or not? 

Colonel Moorr. It will be active in about a year. 

Mr. Turner. For the Reserve forces? 

Colonel Moore. That is right, for the Reserve forces only it will 
be active in about a year. 

This particular area, the Cleveland-Akron area, is one of the highest 
potential of Reserve personnel in the United States, and if we are going 
to support these people we have to supply a facility that will be con- 
venient.enough that they will participate. We tried at one time to 
locate in Cleveland itself, but we could not put a flying unit there, so 
the Navy and Air Force are planning the Cleveland-Akron unit as a 
joint venture to support the high Reserve potential in the area. 

Mr. Davis. That was partially what I had in mind. I wondered 
whether there might not be a combination with the Youngstown area. 
Apparently from the discussion we had on the floor yesterday, the site 
has not been completely fixed. 

Colonel Moorn. We have found that if the reservists have to travel 
more than about 25 miles to participate in their training, they will not 
participate. They cannot get away from their jobs long enough and it 
is too far for them to go. 

Mr. Davis. That raises the question as to whether some site mid- 
way between Akron and Youngstown, for instance, might not serve 
the whole area there. 

Colonel LeonnArp. That would be too far from Cleveland. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Turner. One further word. All of the items that we have 
asked clearance on today have been approved by the Assistant Secre- 
tary of Defense for Properties and Installations. 

Mr. Davis. Thank you. 
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FORT BENNING, GA. 


Mr. Davis. The subcommittee will resume with a discussion of the 
request by the Department of the Army, the first of which is an item 
of $152,000 for two light aircraft hangars, each of them to have a 
proposed area of 4,000 square feet at Fort Benning, Ga. 

This apparently is a project which was previously deferred by the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Property and Installations, Mr. 
Floete. This is the first time it has appeared before this subcommittee 
for consideration. Will you tell us about this requirement, General 
Carter, and also give us a brief statement with respect to the basis 
upon which Mr. Floete’s previous deferral was made and the develop- 
ments since then which have led to his approval of this project? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman, 

This project, originally in the fiscal 1954 construction program, 
was for the same hangars with a little different floor space—9,472 
square feet. At the time Mr. Floete reviewed the akg the De- 
peters of the Army did not have standard plans for light aircraft 

angars, nor had they worked out the square-foot space requirements 
for specific different numbers of aircraft. Since that time we have 
by contract with Strobel & Salzman, architect-engineers of New York 

ity, worked out a standard family of aircraft hangars, a small one 
of 4,000 square feet, medium of 12,000 square feet and a larger one 
of 20,000 square feet. 

We have also worked out and included in our Army Regulation 
415-107 the calculated space requirements for different numbers of 
aircraft and the project was resubmitted to Mr. Floete’s office and 
was approved and cleared for submission to your committee on the 
24th of May 1954. 

There are now assigned to Fort Benning 48 aircraft with 26 addi- 
tional authorized, which have come in since the movement of the 47th 
Division there. There are no hangars for these aircraft at the present 
time. They are stored outdoors and maintained outdoors. These 
two hangars will provide only sufficient space for maintenance and for 
storage by stacking more or less, and fitting them into the hangars 
in the case of storms. 

We feel the project is urgently required. It is being built on Gov- 
ernment-owned land and will be built at the end of the parking area 
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over at Lawson Air Force Base where it does not interfere with the 
master plans of the Air Force for any construction at that base. 

The cost estimate is based on an engineering estimate and the 
requested funds are $152,000. 

Mr. Davis. When you say there are no existing hangars under the 
control of the Army, is it considered entirely impracticable to expect 
there might be some suitable space made available by the Air Force 
at Lawson? 

General Carter. No, sir: we have gone into that in some detail. 
The Air Force does not have sufficient hangar space at Lawson for 
the aircraft now assigned there. Lawson Air Force Base is still under 
the real-estate jurisdiction of the Army, but it is under the operational 
control of the Air Force and we are trying to work out a final agree- 
ment on the transfer of real-estate responsibility. As a matter of fact, 
some hangar space there now is having to be utilized for parachute 
packing and that sort of thing. It is very short of hangar space. 

Mr. Davis. This would be your total requirement for this purpose 
at Fort Benning, would it? 

General Carter. Actually it will not. The current criteria require- 
ments are 32,000 square feet of space for all of these aircraft. It has 
3 authorized, but the 2 hangars are all we can ask funds for at the 
present time. 

Since the original request, we have increased the number of light 
aircraft and helicopters stationed at Benning. Our original require- 
ment would have provided at that time about one-half of the total 
requirement. However, the requirement has gone up. 

Mir. Davis. The second item at Fort Benning as submitted to this 
committee in a letter addressed to Chairman Taber dated June 28 by 
Major General Lawton, Chief of the Budget Division, Army, appears 
to be for $251,000 for a main road to the warehouse area at Fort 
Benning. 

There appears to be a breakdown of the requirement on the justifi- 
cation sheet submitted to us and we will have that breakdown placed 
in the record. 

(The matter above referred to is as follows:) 


Brief description of item and any features affecting cost estimate 


Grading, 406,500 square 84, 500 
Paving, including curb and gutter___-..--.----------- 131, 000 
Lowering existing gas 2, 800 


Nore.—Scope of the work includes widening and extending Clarke Road from the main gate to the 
area. 


Mr. Davis. Will you give us a statement with respect to this 
requirement, General Carter? 

eneral Carter. The Congress has authorized and we have built 

an additional bridge leading into the base at Fort Benning that bas a 

four-lane access road leading up to the station, which is now being 

extended to tie into that bridge. However, when you cross Upatoi 
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Creek coming into the station, the road splits and all of the traffic has 
to go through the main post area and through part of the housing 
area. 

Fort Benning is served largely by trucking firms for supplies and 
the vast majority of the civilian employees enter and leave the post 
by this very congested road in the morning. 

We have studied this very carefully to try to find the most inex- 

ensive way of relieving the situation. That was the reason Mr. 

loete deferred approval of this project originally, because the cost 
is fairly high. However, we have gone over it again in great detail 
and have developed to his satisfaction that this is the most economical 
solution. 

The traflic situation has been getting worse. The average vehicles 
in January were 4,734 in per day and about 4,669 out. That has been 
increasing for the past several years. In addition to that, we have 
stationed the 47th Division at Fort Benning, which is in the Sand Hill 
area. The division supply traffic has to come through this same 
area, Which is increasing even more these traffic counts that were 
made in January. We feel the project is definitely justified. As a 
matter of fact, it was contemplated at the time we received authority 
for the new bridge. At that time we had 1-way traffic into the post 
in the morning and 1-way traffic out in the afternoon for about an 
hour and a half. We are now able to get them across the bridge, 
but we still have great difficulty handling traffic within the post area. 

Our original estimate on this was $293,000 and we have reducec. it 
by detailed plans and by carefully working over the grade structures 
and curves involved. 

Mr. Davis. Will you give us an idea of how much of this is going 
to be new road and how much is going to be to widen the road? 

General Carrer. It is about half new road and about half improved 
road according to this map I have here, and the mileage is 1% miles. 

Unfortunately, Benning, as you may recall, is right on the banks of 
the Chattahoochee River and Upatoi Creek, with fairly steep bluffs; 
so it is necessary to run this road along the edge of the hills there, 
which causes a fairly extensive cut and fill to make the road satis- 
factory for these heavy trucks and commercial vehicles. 


ANTIAIRCRAFT RANGE, TURNAGAIN ARM, ALASKA 


Mr. Davis. We have an item in Alaska at Turnagain Arm sub- 
mitted to Chairman Taber by General Lawton, dated June 30, 1954. 
This is for the acquisition of land and construction of range facilities. 
The total request is $345,000. 

This request was deferred by our committee previously because of 
our feeling that the matter ought to be ironed out a little more defi- 
nitely with the Department of the Interior. Will you tell us what 
developments have occurred since the time of those November 
hearings that indicate the propriety of resubmitting this matter at 
this time? 

General Carrer. Yes, sir. We have worked this project over in 
= great detail; we have gone back to the Secretary of the Interior 
and have held a public hearing in Alaska, and have also had more 
experience in trying to conduct our range firing at Susitna Flats 
range; so I think we have exhausted all possibilities and it is evident 
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that to properly train and to have antiaircraft defenses that are 
ready to operate, we must have this new range. 

I have with me Colonel Wimer, who has gone over this project in 
great detail; I also have Colonel Weber from Alaska, who can give 
you additional details on the matter. 

Do you have a copy of the letters there, Colonel Wimer? 

Colonel Wimer. I have a copy of the first letter from the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, wherein the Secretary of the Interior concluded 
that he would be most reluctant to approve the continued use of 
Susitna Flats area in the manner desired by the Army, especially 
since such use would entail enlargement of the reserve and the removal 
of present restrictions on firing periods so as to permit year-around 
firing. He says: 

To my mind, further use by the Army would run counter to definite assurances 
made to the Anchorage community that the Army would vacate the Susitna site. 


In addition to that, the Acting Director of Land Management, in a 
memorandum to the Secretary of the Interior, stated in part as 
follows: 

The Susitna withdrawal has been considered from its inception as a temporary 
situation designed as an immediate solution for the Army’s urgent need for a 
firing range. 

The Susitna area, by limiting the Army to a firing and safety zone of 42 degrees 
rather than a needed 91 degrees and by further limiting the time during which the 
Army may use the area to a 6-week period in the spring and fall of each year, fails 
to meet the Army’s immediate and future needs for an adequate range. 

If the Army is to continue the use of the Susitna area on a permanent basis, it 
will require the withdrawal of an additional 27,000 acres of public land and the 
removal of the restrictions on firing periods, either of which proposals could be 
expected to provoke widespread opposition. 

The continuation of the Susitna withdrawal on a permanent basis would 
represent a substantial bar to further expansion of the Anchorage area. 

While the application for the Turnagain area is for 47,869.50 acres, I understand 
that only about 500 acres of public land are involved. Parcel 2 comprises a part 
of the Kenai Moose range. The Army will abandon its request for withdrawal 
of these lands and will enter into negotiations with the Fish and Wildlife Service 
for their use by permit. 

Transfer by the Army of its firing activities from Susitna to Turnagain Arm 
would require it to appropriate the lands of nine settlers for which they would be 
compensated according to law. 


Those two communications from Interior indicate their position 
between the Susitna and Turnagain Arm areas. The Kenai Moose 
range consists of 23,850 acres. 

General Carter. That is a range for moose; not a range for firing on. 

Colonel Wimer. Negotiations have gone forward with the Fish and 
Wildlife Service for the moose range. 

General Carter. A large majority of this range is, of course, over 
Turnagain Arm itself, which is a body of water and we have only 
recently developed that it is a body of water that is prohibited for 
fishing in any event, so the land we are talking about is this little bit 
of land here (indicating on map). 

Colonel Wimrr. This is under the jurisdiction of the Department 
of Agriculture, from which we get a use permit on this range. 

General Carter. This is only for safety purposes and they intend 
firing in this area (indicating). 

Our biggest difficulty came this year when we were first able to fire 
sky-sweepers in Alaska and it developed that the Susitna area was 
limited; that in transitting planes across the range area where we could 
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fire, there was only time to get in about one shot. The sky-sweeper 
has a 180° are in shooting and of course it is designed for very low 
firing against high-speed aircraft, so it has to pick up the plane as it 
goes across. 

The other thing which is very bad is the 42° limitation. on firing. 
That prevents our firing at any high altitude target. 

We have explored other ranges; we have explored whether we could 
take these men north of the mountain range and fire on the range at 
Ladd. However, it has developed there are two things involved. 
First is the time they are away from their guns, because those men 
are on a 24-hour alert. The second thing is the expense of moving 
the equipment. We do not have the sky-sweeper equipment to use 
and to train them we must fire these guns that we have at this location 
at least once every year. This is about 15 miles from Susitna. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. Rapaur. Will your operations have any effect upon the fish? 

General Carrer. Very little. Of course, once in a while a dud 
will come down and explode in the water, but most of the stuff 
explodes in the air and the fish have a pretty good chance. 

Mr. Davis. Tell us what you plan to construct in this area. 

Colonel Wimer. The construction at Turnagain Arm consists of 
clearing and grubbing of the area; 7 quonset huts for administration 
and messing and troop support while temporarily in the area; 2 small 
quonset huts; and 3 igloos for ammunition storage; one 14 by 18 foot 
latrine; 2 small latrines 4 by 4; one 8 by 12 frame safety officers’ 
station; generator shed; utilities to support those facilities and 1.6 
miles of road which is made necessary by the fact these large guns 
cannot normally use the roads of the Alaska Highway Commission. 
They are too heavy. We will bring them up to a point 1.6 miles from 
the site by rail and then bring them in by the roads from that point. 
Then we have parking areas at interior points totaling about 5 acres 
in area. 

The total amount is $209,000 It is computed at $209,274, but we 
rounded it off at $209,000. 

General Carter. The largest items, of course, are the 7 quonset 
huts, $33,000, and the utility item $22,550; the roads, $89,000; elec- 
trical and wire supplies, $22,000; and parking area, $29,000. 

The other items are $600 for safety officers’ station, and $6,300 for 
the RCAT launcher pylon, foundation, and runway. That is the robot 
plane that is flown around in a circle then up in the air to shoot at. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Cepersera. You would bring up a battery at a time? 

Colonel Weser. Yes, sir; four guns at a time. 

General Carrer. That is one of the advantages of having it within 
15 miles of the station, because it is possible for the battery to take care 
of the aircraft. 

Mr. CreprerBerG. You mentioned bringing in those guns by rail. 
Why do not you bring some guns in there and let they stay; then you 
would not have to bring them in all the time. 

Colonel Wrener. We would get into a maintenance problem which 
is extremely difficult in bringing in an additional] battery for the pur- 

ose of firing. We would then have to increase our personnel both 
rom the standpoint of antiaircraft and also as it affects the backup 
support of ordnance for these weapons. We find for the length of time 
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that the guns actually fire that we are in the present situation able to 
bring the guns up and move them from their normal defensive position 
long enough to accomplish their firing purpose. They have three 
firing periods a year in the area of Ladd. In the Anchorage area, by 
agreement with Susitna, we are limited to two 6-week periods, so that 
we are unable to accomplish as much practice as we need. 

General Carrer. And of course to put an additional battery up 
there would cost a whole lot more money than this. 

Mr. CepEerBeERG. I can appreciate bringing the additional guns up 
that vou have to handle, but on the other hand it costs a lot of money 
to move them back and forth. 

General Carrer. Not so much. They have a little different 
problem than they did when I was firing antiaireraft. They have so 
much electronic equipment, radar, and so forth, with those guns, and 
we have to fire each gun with its equipment at least once a year to 
see where it is going to shoot, and it is a possible method of training 
these men and to have them fire their own equipment just like firing 
your own rifle, and particularly with all of the electronie equipment. 
So that we have to do this anyway at least once a year with the guns 
we have and the training people feel very strongly that if we can 

ossibly let them fire their own guns, then we are much better off. 
Vith the limitations of space, of course, we cannot fire from the 
positions where we are; so we do move our people to the antiaircraft 
ranges three times a year, I believe, but once a year we move the guns, 
too, and it is awfully expensive. 

Mr. CeprerBeErG. | can appreciate that problem and it is important. 

General Carter. And the rail cost, because it is only 15 miles, is 
estimated at only $6,000 a year. The troops will go down by vehicle. 

Colonel Wimer. The sky sweepers are still in such short supply 
that we do not have the extra guns and equipment to put them away 
from the batteries. 

Mr. Rasavur. What accounts for the cost of this land? 

General Carrer. We are only buying 834 acres of land. 

Mr. Ranaut. That is actual land; not water. 

General Carrer. That is actual land. The rest of the land in- 
volved is either water or public domain of one kind or another. It is 
834 acres at $163 an acre. They are all homesites; they are home- 
stead homesites, which is why the price is high. 

We have a very great detail on it, if you would like it. 

Mr. Raravr. [t runs that much up there, does it? 

Colonel Wimer. Some of it runs less than that, but some of it runs 
very high, which brings the average up. 

Mr. Raravt. Give us one of the high ones. 

Colonel Wimer. I can give them all. It is 432 acres of swampland 
below the bluff at $10 an acre, $4,320; 251 acres of potential develop- 
ment swampland on the bluff subject to drainage and which can be 
used, $50 an acre, $12,550; 20 acres of potential bluff use for good 
homesites containing 150-foot frontage, at $1,000 a site, $20,000; 131 
acres of other suitable building sites, or which are level timber property 
including cleared area and private road access at $300 to $500 per 
acre, a total of $64,130. 

General Carter. This is right near the city of Anchorage. 

Mr. Davis. What is the status of this matter before the Senate 
committee? 
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General Carrer. They have cleared all of these items except the 
last one, the Turnagain Arm item, and have asked for some additional 
information that we have on the actual cost of clearing, grubbing, 
and so forth. 

Colonel Wimer. We release 86,000 acres by virtue of this move- 
ment —public domain lands. 

Mr. CeperserG. You do not get anything for that 86,000? 

General Carrer. No; and we did not pay anything for it. 

Mr. Raxsaur. Does it go back to Interior? 

General Carter. Yes, sir. However, if we stay at our present 
station, we have to spend some money to build more or less the same 
thing that we have here. 

Mr. Rasaur. You feel this move is in the interest of economy? 

General Carter. Yes, sir; and national defense. 


REPLACEMENT OF HOUSING IN THE CANAL ZONE 


Mr. Davis. The final item we would like to get your comments on 
is contained in a letter addressed to Chairman Taber of the Approp- 
riations Committee by Assistant Secretary of the Army George H. 
Roderick, dated June 10, 1954, and the question involved is permission 
by the Panama Canal Company to build five residence quarters for 
the Army to replace some taken by the Company in connection with 
its operations. 

Will you tell us about that? 

General Carrer. This item is a rather peculiar item to come before 
this committee. In effect we are presenting this in lieu of the Canal 
Company. An agreement was made between the Department of the 
Army and the Canal Company whereby the Department of the Army 
transferred to the Company a site which contained 26 units of housing, 
with the understanding that the Canal Company would replace these 
quarters. However, after further study of the Canal Company’s re- 
quirements for the site itself, it developed that they did not need all 
of the land and they only took land which required the replacement of 
five sets of quarters. So the Canal Company has the funds in their 
operating funds to construct these quarters. 

However, we believe in the Department of the Army that we must 
have the approval of this committee prior to acceptance of these 
replacement items. There is no question about the need for quarters 
at the Canal Zone. We are short 186 sets of quarters now. The 
waiting period for people to be joined by their dependents is 4% months. 
We are asking your authority to accept these from the Canal Company. 
In the event you approve, they will build the houses. The Senate 
Appropriations Committee has approved this request. 

Mr. Davis. How much money is involved here, General? 

General Carter. The funds are somewhat complicated. The 
original cost for the 26 units was $300,000. I have not gotten an 
actual exact estimate of the five. It will be somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of 60 to 75 thousand dollars. 

Mr. Davis. That was to be $300,000 for 26? 

General Carrer. Approximately $12,000 a unit. 

Mr. Davis. Will you supply for the record the latest firm estimate 
as to the amount of money actually involved? 

General Carter. Yes, sir. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 


Five units at $18,000, or a tota! of $90,000. 


Fripay, Jury 23, 1954. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 


WITNESSES 


REAR ADM. H. L. PUGH, UNITED STATES NAVY, CHIEF, BUREAU 
OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY 

MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM P. T,. HILL, QUARTERMASTER GENERAL, 
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS 

REAR ADM. JOHN R. PERRY, CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS, UNITED 
STATES NAVY, CHIEF, BURFAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS 

CAPT. RAYMOND S. LAMB, UNITED STATES NAVY, DIRECTOR OF 
STAFF, SHORE STATION DEVELOPMENT BOARD, OFFICE OF 
CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS 

CAPT. J. B. BUTLER, MEDICAL CORPS, UNITED STATES NAVY, 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY 

CMDR. JOHN D. BURKY, CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS, UNITED STATES 
NAVY, STAFF OFFICER, OFFICE OF BUDGET AND REPORTS, 
CFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE NAVY 

LT. COL. ELIOTT B. ROBERTSON, HEAD, UTILITIES AND PUBLIC 
WORKS SECTION, HEADQUARTERS, UNITED STATES MARINE 
CORPS 

CMDR. HARRY C. WILLS, CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS, UNITED STATES 
NAVY, BRANCH MANAGER, MEDICAL AND PERSONNEL FACIL- 
ITIES BRANCH, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS 

CMDR. ARTHUR H. HANSON, CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS, UNITED 
STATES NAVY, MANAGER, MARINE CORPS, SUPPLY, AND NAVAL 
RESEARCH FACILITIES BRANCH, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS 

DONALD M. PATTERSON, SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO ASSISTANT 
CHIEF, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS 


Mr. Davis. The subcommittee is met this afternoon with the 
representatives of the Department of the Navy to consider the con- 
tents of a letter dated July 22, 1954, addressed to Chairman Taber 
by Rear Admiral Clexton, the Assistant Comptroller and Director of 
Budget and Reports. 

We will insert that letter in the record at this point. 

(The letter referred to is as follows:) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER, 
Washington, D. C., July 22, 1954. 
Hon. Taper, 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. CHarrmMan: The Department of the Navy, with the approval 
of the Office of the Secretary of Defense, presents herewith for consideration by 
your committee the following public-works projects authorized by Public Law 
155, 82d Congress: 


Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md.: Medical Research Laboratory. $726, 000 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Va.: 
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The above projects totaling $2,936,000 are submitted in compliance with sec- 
tion 805, Public Law 207, 83d Congress, and approval of your committee is 
respectfully requested. Should you require additional information relative to 
these projects, I will be pleased to furnish it. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. CLexton, 
Rear Admiral, United States Navy, 
Assistant Comptroller, Director of Budget and Reports. 


MepicaL Researcu Laporatory, Navat Mepicat Center, 
Betuespa, Mp. 


Mr. Davis. There appear to be 3 items involved here at 2 loca- 
tions. The first is a request for $726,000 for a medical research 
laboratory at the Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md. Will you 
proceed to tell us about it? 

Captain Lams. The Naval Medical Center has a mission to engage 
in research and in general medicine and allied fields of science, special 
fields of aviation, submarine medicine, and other medical research 
peculiar to the Navy. 

The project we are requesting clearance on is construction of an 
addition to the medical research laboratory at an estimated cost of 
$726,000. This project was authorized under Public Law 155. We 
intend to fund this project from unobligated funds from past years’ 
savings. 

Admiral Pugh, the Chief of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 
is here to present this project and explain the project in detail to you, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Davis. Admiral Pugh, we will be glad to hear you. 

Admiral Pucu. Mr. Chairman, I have a brief statement here which 
I might read if it is agreeable to you. 

Mr. Davis. All right. 

Admiral Pua. Mr. Chairman, additional laboratory space is ur- 

ently required at the Naval Medical Research Institute, National 

aval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md. The need for additional 
space has been recognized since 1949, and in fiscal year 1952 a project 
for an expansion of laboratory facilities was authorized in the amount 
of $1,650,000, subsequently reduced to $880,000. 

This need has increased in recent years as a result of additional 
requirement for investigation of problems in the fields of biophysics 
vibration and trauma, physical chemistry, medical physics an 
electronics, physiology of environment, sensorium, fatigue, pharma- 
cology, respiration and general performance. Problems in these 
fields have been largely a result of recent developments in weapons and 
aircraft and drugs. 

Investigation in a number of important phases cannot be under- 
taken because of lack of space and adequate facilities. 

It is proposed to correct this overall inadequacy of space by the 
construction of a 23,000 square-foot permanent addition to the main 
laboratory building. This new addition will be devoted entirely to 
laboratory space, and will be of simple austere type of construction. 

Appropriation in the amount of $726,000 is requested for the 
accomplishment of this project. 

That institution and facility out there, Mr. Chairman, has increased 
the scope of its activities in order that naval medicine might keep 
abreast of the general scientific progress which has gone on. Actually 
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re the present time we are very badly crowded in the space that we 
ave. 

I have certain photographs here that I might pass around to you 
so that you may look at them. I do not believe these pictures were 
taken with the idea of showing the crowded condition there but it 
just so happens they are pictures taken of one activity or another, 
and it was felt they would be of use in indicating just how crowded 
we are at the present time. 

Mr. Davis. Tell us the relationship of this item of $726,000 to the 
authorization of $1,650,000? 

Admiral Puc. When the amount of $1,650,000 was established, 
I believe it was contemplated we might build a more expensive type of 
structure. I do not know just exactly how that figure was arrived at. 
It was reduced to $880,000 by the Bureau of the Budget, I believe. 
We feel that by adhering to a more austere type of construction that 
we can provide 23,000 square feet by spending $726,000. 

Actually the original request was for an addition in excess of 23,000 
square feet. Now we have reduced it to where we feel we can build 
what is most acutely needed for $726,000. 

May I ask Captain Butler how he originally got the figure of nearly 
$1 million more than we have now? 

Captain Butter. That included radiological research facilities 
which were deleted. That work is being taken care of in California. 

Mr. Davis. Where is that being done now? 

Captain Lams. At the naval shipyard at San Francisco where we 
have built a new radiological laboratory, sir. 

Mr. Davis. We cannot anticipate, then, that there will be further 
request for funds against the authorization of $1,650,000? 

Captain Lams. We will rescind the additional authorization at the 
first session of the next Congress, sir. 

Mr. Davis. What is contemplated in the unit cost of $31 per 
square foot? 

Admiral Perry. Reinforced structural frame building with interior 
treatment to match the existing building; wooden, double hung 
windows, concrete block, and exposed interior walls unfinished and 
painted, with a system of interior services to provide for various 
complex laboratory requirements exposed for laboratory needs. 

Mr. Crepersere. It will blend in with the rest of the building? 

Admiral Perry. That is right. It is not the cheapest construction 
in the world I can tell you. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 


Marine Corps Quantico, Va. 
ADMINISTRATIVE BUILDINGS AND MAINTENANCE SHOPS 


Mr. Davis. We will turn then to Quantico, where you have a couple 
items that are about as old to the committee as the other one was new. 
We have deferred them twice in the past. What has happened since 
we last looked at these items? 

Captain Lamp. I will request General Hill to explain that to you, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Davis. We will ask you, General Hill, to tell us what the 
developments have been since these matters were last considered by 
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the committee which would merit your bringing them back to us at 
this time. 

General Hii. The situation, Mr. Chairman, has become more acute 
at Quantico. The maintenance is higher on the buildings where we 
presently have men quartered. If we can get out of the barracks we 
could do away with the old World War IT temporary barracks. 

It is our plan to increase the size of both schools, the junior and 
senior courses at Quantico, and we will need more space. Perhaps 
we may have to use part of the headquarters building as space if we 
do not use the barracks. ; 

I would like to read a letter from the Commandant, Marine Corps, 
July 13, 1954 to the Secretary of the Navy by the senior member, 
Navy, Shore Navy Development Board. 

Administration building and maintenance shops, Marine Corps Schools, 
Quantico, Va., Public Law 155, 82d Congress authorized $1,210,000 for the con- 
struction of an administration building and $1 million for the construction of the 
maintenance shops at the Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Va. Necessary funds 
have been appropriated by Publie Law 254, 82d Congress, to accomplish these 
projects. However, these funds have not been released to date. These facilities 
are urgently required in order to provide the activity with the necessary adminis- 
trative and maintenance facilities to properly fulfill its mission. 

As has been previously brought out and justified the existing adininistration 
facilities are completely inadequate and are scattered throughout the post wherever 
space can be made available, including badly needed barracks space. With the 
construction of post administration building, 500 barracks spaces will be made 
available which are critically required to relieve already crowded conditions. 
The present maintenance shop facilities comprise 21 different buildings of various 
sizes. These buildings are all approximately 31 years old and not centrally 
located, resulting in inefficient maintenance operations. Furthermore, the pres- 
ent structures are in uneconomic state of repair. These were originally built as 
warehouses. 

It is therefore requested that necessary action be initiated to release funds for 
accomplishing the projects in order that this station may properly fulfill its 
mission, 

I would like to go off the record a moment, sir. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. Davis. I notice you show a planned personnel in your justifica- 
tion of over 1,200 additional officers and about 1,000 more enlisted 
men. When is it planned to achieve these strengths? 

General Hiiv. That is our plan right now. When we increase the 
size of the school that is the planned increase. They start in January. 
As I said before, it all depends on availability of officers to increase 
the size of the senior school. 

If we had the space we would start the increase by this time next 
year. The schools in the last 9 months for those two courses usually 
start the last week in August and conclude in June. At the present 
time we have approximately 375 to 400 Americans and 45 to 50 
foreigners gy Se our amphibious schools there. 

Mr. Davis. How much space are you using for administrative 
purposes at Quantico at the present time? 

General Hiti. A semipermanent administration building, No. 1019, 
contains 12,360 square feet, built in 1920. 

In 1948 the use of building 1019 as an administration building 
became impractical and was discontinued due to lack of space. The 
administrative functions were transferred to Building 2006, a perma- 
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nent barracks building. Building 2006, while presently serving as an 
administration building, is critically in need of repair. The building 
is 1 of 7 designed and built as permanent barracks and best can be 
utilized for this purpose. However, in one of the buildings used as 
administration building only 500 men can be quartered. 

Mr. Davis. How many square feet are available for administrative 
space in what you are now using as administration headquarters? 

General Hit. Forty thousand eight hundred square feet. 

Mr. Davis. Forty thousand eight hundred in that one building? 

General Hrut. Main administrative offices of the Command Head- 
quarters occupy 40,800 square feet of space. 

Mr. Davis. Do you have figures available which indicate the total 
amount of other space being used for administrative purposes, if any? 

Colonel Ropertson. I don’t have the tabulation; approximately 
30,000 square feet. ; 

Mr. Davis. Suppose you give us a breakdown of the location and 
the square footage involved of the presently used administrative space 
down there? 

General Hitt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Davis. Some of this will be replaced as a result of this new 
building, for instance, we would anticipate the barracks building 
would be completely replaced. What would happen to these other 
30,000 feet you have if a new building were provided for administra- 
tive purposes? 

General Hiuu. Part of it, sir, is the messhall and galley in this 
building which we cannot count against the present headquarters 
building because it is in a barracks building. 

The other space is wherever we can find it. Part of it is a portion 
of the building called the dental clinic, and some of it is over in the 
advance research group of the Marine Corps schools. What the 
Commandant would like to have is to have all these administrative 
sections be under one roof, and a portion of that which is the advance 
research group going to offices and classrooms for the increase in the 
senior course. 

Mr. Davis. Give us a breakdown on that for the record with respect 
to all of these spaces, will you? 

General Hi. Yes, sir. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 


Building space being used for administrative purposes 


Building No. | Square feet Use 


12, 360 | Disbursing office. 
> Seed ! 74,023 | Headquarters administration, 
32, 77 Publie works and dispensary. 
58, 306 | Schools administration. 
12,976 | Administration building, 


1 By giving up building 2006, 74,023 square feet of spice will be made available for barracks, including 
galley and messhall. 


|_| 
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Administrative space to be moved to proposed administration building 


Activity to be moved Square feet From Vacated space use 
Public Works Dep?rtment___..._.____- 10, 400 | Building 3035__.____- Schools infirmary. 
Administration offices... 140,800 | Building 2006_______- Berracks. 
600 | Building 2043... ____. Ordnonce stoff. 
400 | Building 1006_______- Provost mershal staff. 
President and Staff Equipment Board__ 600 | Building 3104_______- a Board person- 
nel. 

President and Staff Tactics and Tech- 600 | Building 2042..._____. Depcopent Center and 

niques. staff. 
Director and Chief of Staff, Develop- 500 ]..... Do. 

ment Center. 
400 | Building 1046_______- Chapel. 
Director, Educational Center. 500 | Building Educational center, 


1 By giving up building 2006, 74,023 square feet of space will be made available for barracks, including 
galley and messhall. 


Mr. Davis. We have a $1 million item for a post maintenance shop. 
I believe we saw a good share of the presently used space when we 
were down there. 

What would you do with the space presently used if the new build- 
ing were to be provided? 

General Hii. I believe these present buildings, sir, are beyond the 
scope for which they were built. The carpenter shop and the paint 
shop and the lumber-storage shed probably would be torn down. 

The others initially were built as gun sheds and they probably will 
return to the purpose for which they were built. 

Mr. Davis. How much square footage is involved in your present 
maintenance shops? 

General Hiiu. 83,351 square feet of shop area, and 85,175 square 
feet of storage space in 21 different buildings, all of which are approxi- 
mately 31 years and older. 

Mr. Davis. Would you consider this new building, then, as being 
total replacement for the quantity involved here of 63,000? 

General Hity. No, sir; I would not. It would give us a more 
efficient shop building of 94,090 square feet, and we would have to 
use a portion of the present buildings for just dead storage. 

Mr. Davis. You have some 30,000 square feet of shop, then, now 
used, which you would continue to use for shop purposes? 

General Hix. The first increment would take care of the central 
office administrative space, the mason shop, a refrigerator shop, 
eyed shop, plumbing shop, lockers, rooms, small dormitories, and 
so forth. 

The second increment would take care of the carpentry shop, 
paint shop, sheet metal shop, machine shop, blacksmith and welding. 

There is storage building of 80,000 square feet with a railroad site. 

Mr. Davis. I don’t understand what you are talking about in the 
first and second increment. Is this just the first increment and then 
will we have a subsequent request for another maintenance building? 

General Hiti. We would have to ask for the rest of the maintenance 
shop. This is the first increment, yes. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. Davis. Thank you, gentlemen. 
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